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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 - 1 0 are presented for examination. 

The New Grounds of Rejection 

2. Applicant's amendment and argument with respect to claims 1-10 filed on 4/9/2007 have 
been fully considered but they are deemed to be moot in views of the new grounds of 
rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title 

4. Claims 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. The claims are directed to software per se, which does 
not fall into the categories of "process", "machine", "manufacture" and "composition of 
matter". Referring to claim 8, claim 8 recites the limitation, "a computer product", and 
claim 9 recites the limitation "wherein the computer product is a computer program" 
which directs the claim to software per se. 

5. All dependent claims are rejected to as having the same deficiencies as the claims they 
depend from. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Malcolm, US 
Patent Number 6,950,980, hereinafter Malcolm, in views of Dodrill et al., US Patent 
Number 6,901,431, hereinafter Dodrill. 

8. Referring to claim 1, Malcolm teaches a communication method between a network 
client (Figure 1 client 102) and a network server (server 1 10), wherein a network 
document requested by the network client is sent from the network server to the network 
client and displayed by a browser of the network client to a user for processing (Col 3 
lines 16-20, web page are retrieved by a user to display on client browser), the method 
comprising recording and storing all changes and supplements to the network document 
carried out by the user on the network client via software (Col 2 lines 17-23, user-specific 
data submitted by a user to the web page are stored and recorded), when the network 
document is loaded again by the user, restoring the network document on the basis of the 
stored user-specific data (see Col 2 lines 13-44). 

Malcolm .does not teach the user-specific data are stored in the network server, 
and where the changes including changes to layout and embedding of a document page 
into an entire pontext, the changes and supplement being stored as user-specific data. 
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However, Dodrill teaches the user-specific data are stored in the network proxy 
server (Col 7 lines 52-61 XML document modified with user input are stored in 
application server 66), and where the user input including changes to layout and 
embedding of a document page into an entire context, the changes and supplement being 
stored as user-specific data (Col 8 lines 21-43). 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the method of storing user-specific data in the 
network server of Dodrill in Malcolm such that to have user-specific data stored in the 
server because both Dodrill and Malcolm teaches object in XML format storing and 
retrievals in a network system. 

A person with ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make the 
modification to Malcolm because there is a need for an arrangement that enables a user to 
personalize his web applications, especially without the necessity of client side data 
records such as cookie as taught by Dodrill. 

9. Referring to claim 2, Malcolm as modified teaches the communication method according 
to claim 1, wherein the changes and supplements carried out by the user on the network 
document are at first intermediately stored on the network client in particular in the main 
storage or on the fixed disk (Col 2 lines 18-26). 

10. Referring to claim 3, Malcolm as modified teaches the communication method according 
to claim 1, wherein the network server creates a specific region in a database for the user- 
specific data (Stewart, Col 1 1 line 64 -Col 12 line 1-.). 
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1 1 . Referring to claim 4, Malcolm as modified teaches the communication method according 
to claim 1 , wherein in a first loading of a network document, the network client or the 
user is identified (see Col 2 lines 13-44). 

12. Referring to claim 5, Malcolm as modified teaches the communication method according 
to claim 1 , wherein the document changed or supplemented by the user is recorded on the 
network client and is stored in the network server in a browser-independent format, in 
particular in XML (Col 4 lines 18-36). 

13. Referring to claim 6, Malcolm as modified teaches the communication method according 
to claim 1, wherein the stored user-specific data of the network server is interpreted on 
the network client and a format is generated therefrom which the network browser can 
read (Col 2 lines 13-44 and Col 4 lines 18-36). 

14. Referring to claim 7, Malcolm as modified teaches the communication method according 
to claim 1, wherein the changes and supplements carried out by the user on the network 
document are at first intermediately stored on the network client in particular in the main 
storage or on the fixed disk, wherein the network server creates a specific region in a 
database for the user-specific data, wherein in a first loading of a network document, the 
network client or the user is identified, wherein the document changed or supplemented 
by the user is recorded on the network client and is stored in the network server in a 
browser-independent format, in particular in XML, and wherein the stored user-specific 
data of the network server is interpreted on the network client and a format is generated 
therefrom which the network browser can read (Col 2 lines 13-44 and Col 4 lines 18-36). 
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15. Referring to claims 8-10 claims 8-10 encompass the same scope of the invention as that 
of the claims 1 . Therefore, claims 8-10 are rejected for the same reason as the claim 1 . 

Conclusion 

16. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

17. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

18. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Liang-che Alex Wang whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3992. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 8:30 am 
to 5:00 pm. 
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19. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571)272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

20. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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